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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 1-5 are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors too numerous to 
mention specifically. Followings are a few examples: claims 1 , line 4; and claim 4, line 
3, the phrases "for instance can" and "for example" render the claims indefinite because 
it is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the claimed 
invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim 3, line 4, "the model (8)" lacks antecedent basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Robinson U.S. Patent 5,326,328 in view of Thompson U.S. Patent 
830,853. 

Robinson disclosed a play structure a playhouse (1), a chute (26) and a flight of 
steps (28), the playhouse (1) is an internally hollow object made from molded plastic 
part, the playhouse (1) rests on ground surface by supports (40), a plurality of windows 
(30), one or more doorways (32), and means (20) to secure the playhouse to the ground 
surface. It is noted that Robinson failed to teach the playhouse having the shape of a 
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mountaintop with a circumferential edge at the bottom rest on the ground. However, 
Thompson disclosed an amusement ride comprising a playhouse having the shape of a 
mountaintop with a circumferential edge at the bottom rests of the ground surface. Fig. 
1 shows walking areas outside chute (6) are embodied with a roughened or skid proof 
surface. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the play structure of Robinson with the teachings as discussed above of 
Thompson for the purpose of providing children with different play environment. 

Regarding claim 2, the limitation on lines 3-6 has not given any patentable weight 
because it only recites the method of producing the playground. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Robinson 
modified by Thompson as applied to claim 4 above, and further in view of Zeilinger U.S. 
Patent 6,361,445. 

It is noted that the combination of Robinson and Thompson failed to teach the 
use of a horizontal bar attached to a post or frame with a swing attached thereto. 
However, Zeilinger disclosed a playhouse having a chute (19), a horizontal bar (12) 
secured to a mast at one end and at the other end is attached to a vertical post (14), 
and a plurality of swings attached thereto. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of 
Robinson and Thompson with teachings of Zeilinger as discussed above for the 
purpose of providing children with additional play structure. 

Conclusion 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The enclosed references are cited for interest. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kien T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
2493. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Derris Banks can be reached on (703) 308-1745. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). . 



Kien T. Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3712 
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